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The meeting was called to order at 3.25 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 31 TO 49 AND 121 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE

Mr. VELISSAROPOULOS (Greece) (interpretation from French):

Mr., Chairman, I associate myself with all those who, having spoken before me,
have expressed their satisfaction at your election as Chairman of this
Committee. I do so all the more gladly since, some years ago, I saw you at
work in Geneva, where you gave proof of your outstanding talents. May I also
extend my congratulations to the Vice-Chairmen and the other officers of the
Committee.

Here we are at the third session of the General Assembly to be held since
the first special session devoted to disarmament and half-way between the first
and the second, which is to be held in 1982. It is only natural, therefore,
that my delegation, like so many others which preceded it, should take stock
of the work that has been done and of the hopes that have been disappointed.

While not allowing ocurselves to be carried away by illusions, my
delegation will attempt not to succumb to the temptation of seeing nothing of
promiﬁé in the work accomplished because far too often we have a tendency to
meé§ure achievements in terms of dreams which, since the existence of human
societies, have obsessed noble minds, it is true, but which sinned by excessive
enthusiasm and mistook the nature and psychology of human communities and
their complexity.

Any assessment of efforts in the field of disarmament should take into
consideration the fact that we are proceeding on the basis of the Final
Document and that, as far as we are concerned, the deadlines begin from the
time of its adoption, because it was on the basis of its mandate that we have
now begun our work. First we should note, then, that the mandate was entrusted
to us two and a half years ago and that it is therefore in this time-frame that we
who received the mandate from the Final Document should measure our progress

and our failures.
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» second element which might serve as a valid criterion for the
evaluation of our efforts is that nothing has been done in a vacuwi, but
rather, within an international climate where, generally, fluctuations tend to
favour or hamper efforts towards arms control or, subsequently, tovards -eneral
and complete disarmament. Ve must therefore consider our problems frcu these two
standpoints., and I shell be:in with the second, the internaticnal situation.
Nc one. in the course of previcus statements, has questioned the fact
that the international situvation has in no wav helped cur efforts in
favour of disavmament. Far Trom it. the situation in the Middle East and
in Asia has become worse, vars and military interventions are taking place
even as I speak, wistrust is growing constantly, thus creating througiout
the world a climate wiere the sense of national and international security
1s in decline. The very terus of certain statements made in this
Committee have Just much of the moderation to which, by tacit understanding,
we had tried with more or less success to limit them al previous sessions.
Thus for example, cne delegation felt that it had to affirm that

-

it considered as ertreuwely regrettable the fact that the Covernment of Greece
should have decided to renev its participation in the military wing of the
Atlantic alliance. That same delegation went so far as to describe the
comrients wade by certain sovermients on this subject as cynical. TUhile not
wishing to drift too far away from the subject of this statement. I rnust
point cut that Greece is a ccuntry profoundly attached to peace,

co-operation and détente, that it entertains excellent relations with all
countries whatever their political inclination and social structure, and.
finally, that it has always opted for the path of negotiation or the
settlement of its disputes by peaceful means. History, moreover, confirms

as much.
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On the other hand, I feel T have an obligation to recall to that
delegation that we have never ceased to be part of the Atlantic alliance,
which is a defensive organization. We Joined it because it is just that,
and because the United lations Charter, in its Article 51, explicitly stipulates
that

'Tothing in the present Charter shall impair the inherent right

of individual or collective self-defence...'

Every State is sovereign and preserves, when it is truly independent, the
full freedom of its options in order to preserve its security in scupulous
compliance vwith the spirit and letter of the United Iations Charter and
international law.

In addition, may I roint out to that delegation that we could not have
returned to the military wing of the Torth Atlantic Treaty Organization (IATO),
without having left it in the Tirst place and that in so doing we must at all

times have been exercising our freedcu of choice.
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I turn now to the main rurpose of this stateaient, vhich is an evaluation
of the results achieved in the contexts I have just described, that is, in light
of the mandate of the Final Document®, the time that has elapsed since then,
and the international situztvion.

The first chservation we wmust make i that the rotency of the moveaient set in
wotion by the Final Docw .ent Tas not bteen irrevceably imrpaired ty the dectericration
of the international situation, although it has suffered considerably theveby,
narticularly in that it has failed to increase. The responsible bodies have
pursued vith laudable enersy the tasks entrusted to them because the spirit
enzendered by the Tirst srtecisl session cn Disarmament has been able to
withstand, at least partially, the impact of external factors. If those bodies
have been unable to produce what we might have exvected of them, they have
none the less furnished, cuite realistically, what we misht have erpected in lisht
of current circuustances.

On that point, T should like to refer triefly to the modest but nevertheless
considerable progress achieved Tetween the thirty.third and thirty-rfourth
segsion of the General Assembly.

For example, there was the United WVations "cnierence -m Frohibitions
or li=strictione of Use cf Certain Conventional leapons "hich May Fe Decmed
to te excessively Injuricus or to have Indiscriminate Fffects. An agreement was
reached on the text of a convention and three annexed protocols relating to
undetectable fragments. land-mines and booby traps, and incendiary vearpons.

This renresents real mrogress both from the humanitarian point of view and

from the point of wvieu of arms control, because those texts take a sten Torward
veyond the Hapue Convention and extend the field of application of the
principle of werirs ver in a less inhumane manner, if there is such a thins as
humane war.

Wext, there is the report drawn up by members of the tripartite negotiation
on the ccmrrehensive nurlear-test ban. Ve kad kored for more,

i1

but we must note with satisfaction that the negotiations toolr into account the
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L

uraent need for an effective procedure for international verification and t
they wvere foucused on the creation of a multilateral treaty. There is otill
imach to be done, Tor we must arrive at & vprecige definition of methods of
verification and agree on the concept that we are not seeking a moratorium,
but rather a definitive agreement.

The second session of the Cenmission on Disarmament for the first time
carried out a preliminary discussion of a very complex cuyestion relating to
conventional disarmament. Ve would lile to hope., and ve regard it as imperative,
that the Gencral Assembly at its current session will approve the carrvineg cut
of & study on all aspects of conventional disarmsment to be submitted to the
second snecial session of disarminent. I need hardly stress the inpcrtance of this,
which is commensurate with the number and extent of conventional wars and
of their devastatine cumulative effect. Creece, in all its statements at
cariier sessions, has emphasized this fundamental aspect of disarnement on
iich, as experience has shown, international security most often depends.

iTe arc alsc gratified at the renort on rezional diseruement Adrafted by a
aroup of exverts at the initiative of Belgiwn., This is a very thorough
study of the problem that we will be called upon to consider during the present
session. Regional agreements should be easier to recch since, after all
the negotiations reletirs to them take place between s more limited number of
States. Howvever. as paragraph 83 of the Final Document states, agreements of
thiis sort mwust take into account - as .wust all <-reenents lor that matter -- security
neelds, the vizht ol self-deferce and the need to 1aintain a balance of forces
irithin the freneverl of en effective systan of verificastions. That Ttalarnce is one
of the fundamrentsl tenets vwith which all disarmament efforts must comply.
History, indeed, has taught us the sad lesson that most, if not all, wars have
been the result 7 destabilization.

Vie consider that the European conference on disarmament, as a follow-up

to the 'ladrid meeting on security and ~~-operation in Europe, will be a
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constructive element ir the disarmament effort, which is why we fully subscribe
to the initiative taken by TI'rance in this regard.

The proposal of the United States of America and the Soviet Union to
Perin necotiations on the linitation of lend-tnsed »edium-range nuclear weapons
vithin the framework of the SALT negotiations 1s another positive element. On
the other band, we hove thet the SALT 1T agreement vill soon be ratified in
order to pave the way for the SALT III negotiations.

Ancther area where some nrogress has been achieved is that of the study of the
adoption cof confidence-building measures between States that is already under way
pursuant to Ceneral Assembly resolution 34/87 B, proposed by the Federal Rerublic
of Germany, of whiech Greece was a co-syponsor, Judgins frcm the progress
report on that study submitted in document A/35/L22 of 23 September 1980,
there has been considerable progress, albeit still limited, towards a convergence of
views, This is an imrcrtant study for, as so many representatives have stressed,

confidence-bullding rieasures are a conditio sine qua ncn for any prosress in

negotiations on disarmament. =Scre rrogress has already been achieved in
the Helsinki necotiations, and it is useful to draw certain elements from that.

We must not omit frerm this prief exarminaticon a mention of the important
rrogress achieved in the negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union
on the total prchibition of chemical wearons. We must note with satisfaction the
identification of guestions to be dealt with in negotiating a convention, while
regretting the lack of progress on one decisive peoint, namely, the methods of
verification. It cannot be repeated too often: disarmament without the adoption
of =dcauate measures for verificetion is unrealizable,

My delegation also wishes to mention a favorable development regarding the
organization of the work of the Disarmament Committee in Geneva. ITxperience
has taught us, in fact, that very often when we resort to working groups we
have better chances of achieving tangible results, since they create a more
intimate atmosphere.

In enumerating some of the encouraging achievements realized since the
thirty-fourth session of the General Assembly, my delegation has no illusions
about the enormity of the task before us. However, we must highlight the modest
progress achieved since our mandate was entrusted to us in the Final Document of
the Special Session in order not to fall prey to complete scepticism and even a

kind of cynicism.
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The signing of an agreement on the global and total cessation of nuclear
tests, on a balanced reduction of conventional weapons and on adequate
confidence-building measures is still far frcom being achieved. Ve hope that
at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
it will be possible to review the application of the Final Document of the
first session and examine how we can facilitate its implementation and
supplement it. That should be done through the adoption of a comprehensive
programme that must clearly take into account the principle that progress in
disarmament can only be achieved in conditions that safeguard the security of
countries. In fact those conditions cannot be brought about without the
maintenance or the restoration of the balance of conventional and nuclear
forces at the lowest possible level, without the possibility of verification
within the framework of a system allowing for visibility and comparability and
without Improving the international climate. Anything else done to achieve
not only the final objectives tut even the advanced stages of arms control and
the cessation of the arms race would come up against a stone wall of mistrust.
Hence, in our debates, studies and draft resolutions we must bear those
considerations in mind and we must proceed in good faith, with common sense
and zeal, but also with patience, towards the implementation of the T'inal
Document, which includes a sufficient number of provisions that enable us to
hope that we can avoid being lulled by the melodious yet deceitful song of the
sirens and thus our efforts will be crowned with success and we can live in
peace, security and happiness and share with the poorer peoples the fruits of

our labours which today are being squandered on armaments.

Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar)(interpretation frocm French): Mr. Chairman,

I should first of all like to associate my delegation with those that have

expressed their congratulations to you and to ycur fellow-officers of the

Committee, and I should like to express to you our happiness at seeing you preside
over cur proceedings. It is ohvicus that ycur qualities are well-known to us and we
can rest assured treat cur Coammittee will Terncfit to the utmost frcm ycur talents as

a negotietcr and ycur extencive knowledge of disarmaement and security matters.
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Not a single delegation can fail to recognize the necessary interdependence
between International security and disarmsment and while we all acknowledge
that our activities in the United Wations must lead towards the establiskment
of plobal, credible and durable security, we do, however, react differently
when it comes to defining true priorities and advocating approaches that will
best serve the attainment of the common objective, that of ensuring universal
peace and stability,

During the present debate it has been frequently asserted that the
deterioration of the international situation, due to the persistence of focal
points of tension. to & new set of relationships between military bloecs and to
the existence of open conflicts, has made it imvossible in the past and will
continue to make it impossible in the future to envisage true vprogress in
negotiations on arms control. That is simply noting a fact that no one can
reject out of hand Tut which curiously recalls the endless deliberations of
the 1960s where speakers waxed so eloquent about the respective wmerits of
partial, related or collateral measures and those of the 1970s where the
virtues of pragmatism and realism were so dinned into us that real disarmament
was apparently neglected.

We are entitled to wonder, now that a consensus seems to be emerging on
what can and must be done, whether we are still capable of mustering sufficient
determination to stop raising spuriously reasoned obstacles to disarmament.
Have we to wait until ideal conditions come about in order to break certain
deadlocked situations, when it is only reasonable to admit that the resolving
of those situations would only serve to create an atmosphere conducive to the
taking in common of comprehensive, urgent and significant measures on
disarmament?

Similarly we are not sure that the various pretexts advanced to defer
decisive actions in the arms control field stem frcom a genuinely responsible
attitude, because if there really is determination to negotiate successfully
in all quarters it is difficult to agree that for some that determination
remains subjected to what are, after all, secondary factors the effects of

which do not in any way depend on what is done in the area of disarmament.
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Everything goes on as if one wanted to hide behind carefully
selected events and an erroneous understanding of the interdependence between
security and disaruement, in order to conceal a clear desire not to keep
promises wmade at the international level. Ve can only denounce such an
attitude that legitimizes the unilateral rejection of responsibility and we
denounce 1t all the more vigorously because certain Powers are proceeding
towards a veritable reversal of values in order to justify the maintenance
and resumption of the arms race, in virtue of the primacy of a national
31 selective contractual security, a primacy that we thcught had been
abandoned since the tenth special session.

It is normal that at a time vhen rore and more is being said about
shared responsibility that we should oppose the concent that global security
should depend on the security of some of usg, vhich in its turn can cnly be
precarious because there is nothing to guarantee it either in time or in space
and 1t remains at the mercy of political vasaries and human and technical error.

It is always expedient to deal with cause and effects 1in order to confuse
them, but if we confine ocurselves to disarmament without necessarily having to
£o back to facts and events that are pulled out of the hat to justify a
negative nosition, is it really possible to say that real progress towards

disarmanent and arms control has been achieved since the last session?
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What is the situation with SALT II? IHave we stamped out vertical or
gualitative nuclear proliferation only to remain subject to horizontal
non--proliferation? Vhen will the nuclear.-wveapon States make up their
minds to discharge their obligations under article VI of the Hon-Proliferation
Treaty? What has been done to prevent States like South Africa or Israel
from acquiring a nuclear capacity beyond a threshold where no international
control is effective? TUVhat about the reduction of military activities in
the Indian Ocean? What remains of our illusions about the reduction of
military budgets? Ilow is it that Lurope, which has suffered the ravages
of two unprecedented wars, remains the possible theatre of a conventional
or nuclear war?

It may be retorted that the problems of disarmament form a vhole and
that their complexity does not really lend itself to partial or immediate
solutions. For our part., we maintein that the answers to the questions
we have just asked have been given by the measures recently taken, be it
the automatic increase of military expenditures., the manufacture and
deployment of nev medium-range nuclear missiles, the proclamation of a
nev strategy providing for limited or partial use of nuclear weapons, all-
out research in order to bring about military superiority for the sake of
an alleced manifest destiny, or the establishment of a rapid deployment
force designed to operate in so-called zones of vital interest and equipped
with the most sophisticated conventional or nuclear weapons.

The negative effect of nrocrastination and of these measures needs no
further arguing, and it is obviously these things which are responsible for
the deterioration of the international situation, rather than the crisis
which is nowv gripping Western Asia, of which so much is being made.

On 15 October, Ambassador Garcia Robles, as the official, authorized
spokesman for the Group of 21, made a remarkable statement in this Committee,
and I am sure he will permit me in my turn to say that the priorities he

outlined for us to avoid the outbreak of a nuclear war stemming from a
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collective suicidal streak are all priorities to which we subscribe: namely, the
ratification and entry into force of SALT II as soon as possible, conclusion of
a SALT IIT agreement with the ultimate objective of the total destruction of
existing nuclear stockpiles, a treaty banning all nuclear weapon testing before
the thirty-sixth session and the immediate application of a moratorium pending
conclusion of that treaty.

These concerns share common ground with the declared policy of the
non-aligned countries on nuclear disarmament and also with the proposal sulmitted
on 23 September to the General Assembly by the Foreign Minister of the Soviet
Union for inscription of the item "Urgent measures to reducc the danger of war ' .
From the standpoint of the Final Declaration adopted at the end of the tenth
special session, we can see that the Soviet proposals on negative security
guarantees, the cessation of nuclear tests and the priority to be given to
nuclear disarmament are in all respects in keeping with the Programre of Action,
to which we would refer - in particular, its paragraphs 50, 51, 58 and 59.

It would be interesting, in this connexion, to remind those whc refuse
to discuss these proposals or have dismissed them as mere declaraticns of intent,
that the General Assembly has declared that

..., all States, in particular nuclear-weapon States, should ccnsider

as soon as possible” -

I stress, "as soon as possible" -

“various proposals designed to secure the avoidance of the use of

nuclear weapons, the prevention of nuclear war and related objectives,

where possible through international agreements, and thereby ersure

that the survival of mankind is not endangered.” (resolution S-10/2, para. 58

This quotation calls for no comment which might be considered s
uncomplimentary to those who, for reasons of expedience or convenierce, forget
their responsibilities. Moreover, those who advocate priority for conventional
disarmament should be gratified at the fact that the Soviet Union should have
established a link between the freezing of activities of military bloecs and
conventional disarmament, on the one hand, and control of the arms race, on

the other hand.
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Such a link may very well not suit other Povers eager, above all. to
preserve a system vhich preceded and maintained the cold war. But we
must acknowledge that the existence of military blocs has not succeeded in
nrovidine an absolute guarantee of international security. and that their
possible expansion has even become an odditional source of insecurity, to
the extent that the search for a balance seems susceptible of no limits.

Because we do not want the Programme of Action of the tenth special
session to remain a dead letter, and because, faithful to the principles of the
non-aligned, we believe that our individual and collective security depends rather on
the elimination of military blocs and, hence, on the prevention of any
danger of conventional or nuclear war, we give our support to the Soviet
proposal. The solution is not ideal, and its limited wording is proof of
this. But. at least, it has the merit of taking the form of a faithful
discharge of internationally assumed commitments.

Still within the field of nuclear disarmament., my delegation has noted
with preat interest the report of the Secretary-General on the implementation
of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa (A/35/402). The
conclusions of the report are clear.

First, South Africa has the technical means to manufacture nuclear weenons
and the necessary delivery vehicles, and by mid-1979 it could have produced
sufficient uranium to acquire at least some nuclear weapons.

Secondly . nuclear wecapons would take on especially ominous dimensions
in the hands of a régime desperate to preserve white supremacy bv
strengthening by all possible means what it calls “the bastion of southern
Africa’.

Thirdly, the acquisiticn of nuclear weapons by that rérime would have to
be treated os a grave threst to the security of Africen States and to
international peace.

Fourthly, South Africa's progress and increasing sophistication in the
nuclear field has been helped by the co-operation of several countries,

corporations and institutions.
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Fifthly, South Africa has been able to adopt a policy of so--called
latent proliferation, which consists in secretly stockpiling nuclear
weapons while refraining from testings or openly deploying
them,

Those conclusions, eloquent in themselves., fully justify the fears
we nave constantly expressed over the policy of certain Western Povers towards
South Africa’s nuclear capacity. They show that our actions, past and present,
stem neither frcm deliberate partiality nor from ~nti-anartheid hysteria.
However ., we should like to comment for a moment on one of the conclusions

of the report dealing with latent proliferation.
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Here we have, then, a third kind of proliferation, and as a preliminary,
we wonder whether it would not be appropriate for one of the working groups
of the Conmittee on Disarmament, in particular the working group on
nuclear disarmament, the establiskment of which was advocated by the
Group of 21, to deal with this problem and outline the policy we should
follow in order to control or verify, destroy and eventually establish
sanctions against this kind of proliferation.

By way of conclusion, I should like to repeat an extract from the
appeal issued on 24 September at Sofia, Bulgaria, by the World Parliament
of Peoples for Peace, a meeting in which the Democratic Republic of
Madagascar participated:

"Act now.
"Let us stop the world from ccming ever closer to the nuclear
precipice. Let us put aside gll that divides us and join together

to defeat the menace of nuclear war. Let cur voice be heard as

never before." (A/C.1/35/7, Annex)

Mr. BLOMBERG (Finland): In a statement on 22 October my delegation

put forth its views on several issues, in particular on European and other
regional questions and the assurances of non-use of nuclear weapons. 1
should like now to address myself to a number of other issues concerning
both nuclear and conventional disarmament.

The record of arms limitation shows that the Strategic Arms Limitation
Talks (SALT) process is pivotal to the control of nuclear arms as it is to
the relations between the leading nuclear Powers. The SALT II agreement is
a telling example of the relationship between disarmament and détente.

It sets a carefully defined framework of limitations for strategic arms.
If that framework were to break down, not only would an unbridled arms race

ensue but the limitations agreed to earlier could be undone.
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Finlond continucs to hope that SALT II can be put into effect without
further delay. Largely extraneous political difficulties have complicated
the ratification of the agreement, the outccme of seven years of
strenuous negotiations between the Soviet Union and the United States. If it is
succeeded by further limitations - not only cuantitative tut also qualitative -~ of
nuclear weapons, SALT II will be a sisnificant step towards making the world
safer against the outbreak of nuclear war.

Yet the fact is that, despite efforts and exhortations, the arms race,
particularly the nuclear arms race, is assuming new dimensions
technologically, conceptually and geographically., Veapons of
increased accuracy and manoeuvrability are being introduced.

I have referred to the relationship between disarmament and détente:
the reverse side of the coin is the intensification of the arms race. We
have noted in that context the prorosal submitted by the Soviet Union,
entitled "Urgent measures for reducing the danger of war. That
proposal contains a number of recommendations concerning both conventional
and nuclear weapons and also refers to the question of military alliances.

t is obvious that those measures can Dbe successful only if they receive
wide support from all quarters, more particularly the co-operation of the
permanent members of the Security Council to which the recommendations are
explicitly addressed.

The Committee has before it the report of the Secretary-General
containing a comprehensive study on nuclear weapons. 'le welcome that
study, conducted by a group of experts under the chairmanship of
Ambassador Anders Thunbors of Sweden. Ve concur in the view that careful
study and continuous assessment of nuclear-weapon problems are required to
assist the international community in achieving progress in nuclear
disarmament.

The comprehensive prohibition of nuclear testing is an essential measure
for nuclear arms limitation. It is intrinsically linked with, inter alia,
the SALT process and efforts to stop the spread of nuclear weapons., A
comprehensive test ban (CTB) would also effectively constrain the

development of new nuclear weapons and weapons systems,
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In the interest of both vertical and horizontal non~proliferation, the
Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and the United States, the participants
in the tripartite negotiations, should intensify their efforts towards a
comprehensive test-ban treaty. For all practical purposes a treaty now
appears ready; the remaining difficulties in the way of the submission of a
draft treaty to the Committee on Disarmament are largely political.

With regard to the means of verification of taest ban, Finland is
actively participating in the work of the Committee on Disarmament's
Ad Hoc Group of Seismic Experts in Geneva. Testing has been carried out
to improve the detection capability of the Finnish seismic stations proposed
for the global network. Our facilities for rapid evaluation of seismic
data and reliable daily transmission through the global telecommunication
system of the World Meteorological Organization (WMO) have also been
tested through national and co-operative studies.

The recent Review Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty has been
described as a 'failure™ or a "disappointment” in some statements in this
Committee., My delegation holds a different view. True, the Conference failed
to agree on a substantive final document; nevertheless, the operation of the
Treaty was reviewed in accordance with its relevant provisions. Identical
or similar views were reflected at the Conference on a number of key
issues.

The Review Conference confirmed that parties to the Treaty had complied
with their non-proliferation commitments. Wide agreement prevailed at the
Conference on the functioning of the safeguards régime of the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and access to peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

Finland continues to believe that the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)
is the most important arms limitation measure so far. The NPT is the basis
for continued efforts to strengthen the non-proliferation régime. The basic
weakness of that régime is the lack of universality of the NPT.

International co-operation in the field of peaceful uses of nuclear

energy has not proceeded without difficulties and disappointments. Basically,
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those difficulties stem from a fear of nuclear proliferation. The fear is
Jjustified:; it exists because assurances against military diversion are not
considered adequate. A universal non-proliferation commitment, in the first
instance. by way of universal adherence to the WPT vould be the best way

to dispel that fear.

The increased possibility of nuclear--weapons capability in regions
where international peace and security are already in jeopardy is a telling
reminder of the danger that proliferation would pose to the entire
international community.

In a memorandum +o be circulated as a document of this Committee
the Nordic countries express their views on cuestions related to the
non--proliferation of nuclear weapons. They stress the need for further
measures to promote international confidence that additional States are not

seeking nuclear-explosive capability and suggest specific steps to that effect.
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The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones would contribute to
non-proliferation. It would also check the introduction of nuclear weapons
into new areas. The Treaty of Tlatelolco continues to demonstrate the viability
of that approach. In addition, the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones
is the subject of a number of other items before this Committee. These
items pertain to Africa, the Middle Bast and South Asia, Despite certein
difficulties, the proposals have retained their validity. Ve hope that
further progress can be made towards the establishment of such zones on
the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region
concerned,

Reneved efforts should be made tovards the creation of a zone of peace
in the Indian Ocean region, a concept related to nuclear-weapon-free zones.

The report of the Committee on Disarmament - the main multilateral
negotiating organ in the field of disarmament - clearly shows to what extent
these negotiations are a function of the international climate and depend on
the state of relations between nations. Although the Committee concentrated
on the priority areas defined by the international community, it failed +to
launch actual negotiations on those issues. Yet, in some important organizational
guestions, the Committee was able to take decisions which undoubtedly will
make its work more effective. Ve believe that the establishment of ad hoc
working groups will permit the Committee to concentrate on the priority issues
in a more concrete way conducive to tangible progress.

Pinland has welcomed the possibility of States not members of the
Committee on Disarmament to take part in the work of the ad hoc working groups.
Since 1965 we have maintained a presence in the Committee on Disarmament and
its predecessors either by way of special emissaries or permanent observers.,
Finland intends also in the future to be involved in the vork of the Committee on
Disarmament to the fullest possible extent.

The Committee on Disarmament has recognized the urgency of the question
concerning chemical weapons. It devoted a good deal of its time to this item,
All members of the Committee have clearly demonstrated their commitment
to work out a comprehensive treaty and made constructive proposals to facilitate
these talks. The special meetings at the end of June helped to clarify some

complex scientific questions relating to a treaty on chemical weapons.
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The Government of Finland has also endeavoured to contribute to this
work within its resources. We have undertaken a major study on some aspects
relating to the verification question. This year Finland has submitted to
the Committee on Disarmament another report on that project. The project
will be continued and further results will be communicated to the
Committee on Disarmament as they appear.

The mandate given to the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons did
not allow it to make much progress towards a treaty. We hope that at its
next session the Committee on Disarmament can agree on a more concrete
mandate, as the representative of Japan, Chairman of the Working Group,
has suggested here. In the same spirit, we hope that the bilateral Soviet-
American talks on a chemical weapon treaty will soon be concluded and the
results transmitted to the Committee on Disarmament.

Another pending question to be solved very soon concerns radiological
weapons. These weapons, although not yet in the arsenals of States, can, as
the relevant technology advances, become a dangerous means of mass destruction
with unimaginable effects. It is encouraging that the Soviet Union and the
United States have been able to agree on the contents of a treaty prohibiting
these weapons. This work should be continued without delay and concluded at
the next session of the Committee on Disarmament.

In the course of this debate, the over-all evaluation of the disarmament
and arms control questions has been rather gloomy. Against this background,
it is all the more significant that the United Nations Conference on certain
conventional weapons was able to conclude its work successfully. The agreement
by about 80 States on a general treaty and on three protocols dealing with
various conventional weapons was an achievement. The consensus reached at
the Conference implies that all sides had to make concessions without compromising
their vital security interests. The agreed protocols are clear and substantive,
As a real step in both humanitarian and arms limitation terms, the
Conference agreed on the prohibition of the use of air-delivered incendiaries
against military objects within civilian concentrations.

Unfortunately, it was not possible to include in the protocol on incendiary
weapons provisions relating to the protection of combatants. However, the review
mechanism in the general treaty makes it possible to return at a later stage to this

question and other proposals not decided upon at this Conference.
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Apart from the threat posed by nuclear weapons, the qualitative and
guantitative arms race in the field of conventional weapons is in many cases
a most immediate threat to security. Conventional weapons also account for
the bulk of world military expenditure. 1In this context, Finland
welcomes the Danish proposal on a study on conventional disarmament.

That proposal merits the support of the Assembly.

My final remarks relate to the second disarmament decade. As it was a
major item on its agenda, the Disarmament Ccmmission at its past session
considered the elements to be included in a declaration of the 1980s as the
second disarmament decade. Pursuant to the resolution adopted last year
on the initiative of Nigeria and a number of other countries, it is now up
to the General Assembly to adopt the declaration. The Commission has already
reached agreement on a wide range of issues to be incorporated in it.

The delegation of Finland will work constructively towards the

completion of the draft declaration.
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Mr. AL-TOUBT (Cmaun) (interpretation from Arabic): Mr. Chairman,

it is my pleasure on behalf of th. delegation of Cman to join those delegations
that have preceded me in expressing to you our sincere congratulations
on your election as Chairman of the First Committee. ile are certain that
your experience in the work of the United Nations and, in vwarticular, in the
field of disarmament, will be the best guarantee for the successful work of this
Ccnmittee during the current session.

I should salso like to express our congratulations and best wishes for
successful work to the other officers of the Committee.

This time every year we listen to the many statements made by the
various delegations in which they state their views on the achievements
of the past year in the field of disarmament and welcome the degree of
progress achieved towards reaching the objectives of disarmament; they also
express their hopes and wishes for further achievements in this field.

Unfortunately, and with deep regret, my delegation finds great difficulty
in praising any positive achievement made during the past year towards
extending the areas of agreement in the field of disarmament. The efforts
undertaken to obtain the necessary political will in this field, particularly
with respect to the big Powers, have still not borne fruit and the world
continues to live in the shadow of nuclear war. Unfortunately,
the obvious contradiction between hopes and actions remains and continues
to dominate the reality of international life.

Despite the fact that there is general acceptance of the view that
disarmament will increase the security of all States in the long term,
there are only a few States that are prepared tc depend on it as a guarantee
and safety measure in the face of the threats of today and the dangers of
the future. As a result, most Govermnments consider that at the present time
it is their duty to base their actions on the requirements of their immediate
security. They therefore depend on armaments, in view of the absence of an
effective system of international security which would lay down the basis of
safety and international legitimacy and which would protect all nations, in
particular the small countries, frcm any aggression against their sovereignty
and security. Such a system would guarantee their existence, within secure
boundaries, from aggression, destruction and intervention in their internal

affairs.
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The first special session of the General Assembly on disarmament
has defined the partial and complete measures of arms control and of
disarmsment, within the framework of a programme the
inplementation of which would be directed toward general and complete
disarmament, under effective international control. Unfortunately, the
basic recommendations of that session have not yet been implemented.
In addition, the pace of disarmament nesotiations has been very slow and
has failed to keep in step with the armaments race and the production and
development of more complex nuclear weapons., All that has been taking place
along with the continuing deterioration of the international situation,
which has been made more complicated by the actions of scme msjor Powers.

In this context, we should like to point out that the military
intervention of the Soviet Union in Afghanistan continues to be a source
of anxiety for the international community, and especially for the small
neighbouring countries which are concerned about their own sovereignty
and security.

We share the belief of those who have spoken before us that the withdrawal
of Soviet troops from Afghanistan is a basic regquirement for establishing
the peaceful conditions necessary for achieving more effective measures
disarmament and for putting an end to the arms race, particularly in our
area.

We all know that there are close links between stabilizing world peace
and security and the achievement of disarmament., Unfortunately, today there
are nev centres of tension on the international scene. The Middle East
problem remains without a solution and Israel continues to implement its
policy of annexing additional Arab territories while, at the same time,
increasinz its military and nuclear potential in co-operation with South Africa.
In this connexion, I should like to point out Israel's intention to
develop its nuclear capability so as to threaten the Arab world and all the
countries of the region. The Secretary-General's report on a comprehensive study
of nuclear weapons submitted to this session of the General Assembly pointed out
that Israel has refused to sign the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear

Ueapons and has instcad set forth conditions for direct negotiations =mong

the countries of the region.
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In South-East Asia we sce the region suffering from armed disputes
and foreign military intervention in the affairs of some of the countries.

The Indian Ocean is a region which we hope will become a zone of peace
s0 that the peoples of the countries overlooking the ocean may be able,
in conditions of stability and peace, to overcome efforts to involve them
in matters related to spheres of influence, so that the region can devote
its efforts to construction and rehabilitation rather than become involved
in tension. It is an area in which plots are hatched and saboteurs are trained
in certain sections in order to serve the expansionist objectives of
certain major Powers, Conditions in that area are far different from
our hopes and aspirations, and we trust that the efforts undertaken to
prepare for the forthcoming conference on the Indian Ocean will be successful.

Cman, true to its belief in peaceful co-existence and the right of
peoples to choose their political and economic systems without outside
interference, supports those who have called for proclaiming the Middle East,
Africa and South-East Asia as nuclear-weapon-free zones. Such action would
allow those countries to dedicate all their efforts to the promotion of their
economic and social resources in order to serve the prosperity of their people.

Since Oman is one of the countries overlooking the Indian Ocean, we
strongly favour having it proclaimed as a zone of peace, as a nuclear-weapon-
free zone, vhich would contribute further to reducing the tension which
presently existsin the region.

The delegation of Cman would like once again to reaffirm its position
of principle against military pacts. We do not permit foreign military bases
on our territory to be used against any other country, inside or outside the
region.

We look forward with hope and aspirations to the future and trust that
constructive work will be done at the second special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmement, which is to be held in 1982. We should
concentrate our efforts in the forthceoming period on establishing the basis for
world peace and security. At the same time and parallel with that action,

efforts should be undertaken to bring atout the success of multilateral
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negotiations in the Comittee on Disarmament so that it may achieve significant
results. For our part, we should concentrate on calling upon the major
Powers, in particular, to carry out their basic and fundamental
responsibilities to mankind and to change their present negotiating
positions.
The period before the next special session is not a very long one and
we should concentrate on the priority issues, which include putting an end
to the nuclear arms race as well as the total prohibition of nuclear tests.
In conclusion, we should like to express our readiness to co-operate
in all efforts directed towards strengthening international peace and security

and the prosperity and progress of our people.
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IMr, GURIHOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Cocialist Republic)(interpretation

from Russian): ir. Chairmen, please accept my consratulations on
your election to the important post of Chairman. I should also like to
congratulate the other officers of the Committee.

In this statement, the delegation of the Byelorussian SSR intends to
dwell on one issue: the new proposal of the Soviet Unicn on “Urpgent measures
for reducing the danger of war'.

This nroposal, topether with the USSR memorandum ertitled “Peace,
disarmement and international security guarantees’™, comprises a whole
range of measures to strengthen peace and improve the international climate.
These initiatives confirm once again that the Soviet State has been consistently
pursuing the Leninist policy of peace and has been supporting the consolidation
of international security and broad international co-operation. They confirm
that the Soviet Union takes into account the realities and requirements of
the day and is taking energetic and concrete measures to blunt the sharp edge
of the danger of war, to rein in the critical heightening of tension and to
prevent the threatening development of events encourssed by militaristic
imperialism 3and hegemonism.

The adoption and implementation of these proposals of the Soviet Union,
vhich are contained in documents A/35/2L1 and A/35/482, would erect a
solid barrier against umilitary preparations and ambitions to achieve
a one-sided advantage, would do a great deal to linit the possibility of
inperialistic forces pursuing a policy of diktat and hegemonism in international
relations and would restore the world to a situation in which it would be
possible to resolve questions of internaticnal security and disarmament in
circuastances of détente in which the principles of equal security of
States would be observed.

Let us take a detailed look at the urgent meacures for reducing the
danger of war proposed by the USSR.

The first relates to the non~expansion of military alliances. As members
will recall, the States of the socialist community have opposed in principle
the policy of bloecs. This year, at the lMay conference of the Political
Consultative Committee of the States parties to the Varsaw Treaty, a declaration

wvas adopted which stated. intcr alia. that:
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"A policy of blocs im intrinsically alien to the States parties
to the Varsaw Treaty., vhich is a defensive alliance of socialist countries.
Those States have repeatedly indicated their willingness to dissolve
their alliance if the NATO bloc is dismantled at the same time; they
Lave proposed that. as a first step, the military organizations of the
two groupings should be abolished, starting with a mutual reduction of
military activity. Those proposals still hold good'. (A/35/237-S/139L8,
Annex II, p. L)

Unfortunately, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) countries
have ignored these proposals. They have shown no willingness to take a
radical decision. Contrary to United Nations resolutions on disarmament .
they have been workins intensively to re-equip their material base for
warging war. They have been atterpting to bring within the orbit of the
bloc policy countries which do not belong to WATO. They have been trying to
expané both the geosraphical arca of participation in the military bloc and
the scope and range of motives for involving NATO in eggressive action
in practically any part of the world by declaring it a zone of vital interest
to the West. TFurthermore, by establishing military bases on the territory
of certain States membters of the Uon-Aligned Movement, they have been
undermining the fundamental foreign policy ideolony of non-aligmment, which
is non-participation in the military blocs of other States.

I should also like to draw the Committee's attention to the fact that,
in the light of Presidential Doctrine 59, proclaimed by Washington,
on “‘a new nuclear strate y  vhich legalizes the 'limited" use of nuclear
weapons the establishment of those bases carries with it certain implications.
Do the authors of this criminal doctrine want to use the territories of those
countries upon which they have imposed the deployunent of Anerican nuclear
weapons for extremely dangerous experiments in the use of those weapons
in che naive hope that it will be other nations that suffer from this and
not the United States?

In these circumstances, and in order to preserve and develop the process
of détente. it is essential and a matter of urgency for States which are
members of wilitary alliances to refrain at least frow actions which would

lead to tue expansion of existing military-political groupings by including
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new States in them, and for States which are not members of existing
military~political groupings to refrain from joining such groupings.

During the period of develorment of the process of détente, the peoples
of the world succeeded in bringing about the collapse of military alliances
under the control of imperialist countries, such as the South-East Asia Treaty
Organization (SEATO) and the Central Treaty Organization (CENTO). It is, of
course, more necessary than ever before for all States to refrain from any
action which might lead to the creation of new military-political groupings
or to the assigning of military functions to regional organizations which
do not have such functions at present. This danger does exist, since some
regional organizations are not doing their utmost to avoid being used,
if not for the military, then at least for the political interests of imperialistic
and hegemonistic forces.

As was made clear from the statement by the representative of the
Netherlands on behalf of the nine members of the Common Market, and also
from today's statement by the United States representative, the NATO countries
are opposed to the idea of the non-expansion of military-political groupings.
They even attempt to cover up NATO's aggressive essence and take refuge
behind references to the United Nations Charter.

In an attempt to justify and, somehow, to camouflage their flagrantly
negative position on urgent measures for reducing the danger of war, and to
find a sort of lightning rod, those representatives, with an assiduity worthy
of a greater cause, have been flinging all kinds of insinuations, slanderous
assertions, misinformation and distortions of fact. The fact that these
flagrant fabrications are being repeatedly uttered does not make them true.
What is beccming ever more apparent is the unsavoury nature of the attempts
made by these delegations to replace consideration by this Committee of
genuinely urgent disarmament problems by anything at all, if only it might
prove possible to prevent the concerting of forces by Members of the United
Nations in support of international peace and security in accordance with the

United Nations Charter.
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We believe that ilembers of the United Wations will be able to perceive
the true essence of the Soviet proposal, which is aimed at reducing the danger
of war, and is not as much a figment of the imagination as it may have
appeared to one previous speaker nnd to reject the anti-Charter oratory of
supporters of the policy of blocs.

The significance and relevance of the proposal of the USSR for the
renunciation by all States, primarily the permanent members of the Security
Council and countries linked to them in military agreements of the expansion of
their armed forces and of an increase in their conventional armaments
would be difficult to exaggerate. From year to year at sessions of the
United Nations General Assembly, fresh data are constantly being furnished
with regard to the constant increase of armed forces and conventional
armaments. But the world is not becoming any more stable because of this.
The only thing that is happening is the constant growth of the burden
of non-productive military expenditures, and pre-conditions are simply being
created for involving small and medium~sized coufitries in the militaristic
adventures of the imperialists and hegemonists. Arms dealers are simply
increasing their profits and the economy of various countries is merely
becoming ever more dependent on the recklessness and greed of the
military-industrial complex. In a word, there is absolutely no benefit in all
this for the cause of neace and the welfare of peoples.

It would be sensible to give up the pernicious tendency to
expand military forces and increase conventional armaments without any
further delay. The draft resolution of the USSR proposes that this is
precisely what should be done, with effect from 1 January 1981. This
decision would be in keeping with the Final Document of the special session
of the Assembly devoted to disarmament, which points out that progress
in limiting and subsequent reduction of nuclear armaments would be helped
by the parallel adoption of political and international legal measures
to strengthen the security of States and by progress in the field of limiting
and reducing armed forces and conventional armaments of States which possess

nuclegr weapons and other States in the relevant areas.
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[/doption of this concrete and clear-cut Soviet wroposal would be an important

point of departure and would provide nomentum for a further reduction
of armed forces and conventional armaments, and for an inerease in the volume of

resources which could be spent for purposes of the econcric and social progress
of all peoples, including the peoples of developing countries.

As the Committee will recall, the Soviet Union was the first nuclear
Power which, as far back as 1970, issued a declaration that it would never use
nuclear weapons against those States which renounced the manufacture or
acquisition of such weapons and have none on their territories.

The Soviet Union also proposed on this basis that an international convention
be concluded on the strengthening of security guarantees for non-nuclear
countries, This position of the USSR promoted the further spreading of the
idea of concluding this convention, and anpropriate instructions were given

to the Committee on Disarmament. There followed the unilateral declarations

of other nuclear Powers but, as distinct from the undertaking of the USSR,

they were accompanied by a number of reservations which were nothing other
than loopholes through which these States could at their own discretion avoid
keeping this prouwise not to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear States.

It should also be recalled that no nuclear Power, apart from the Soviet Union,
supported the resolution adopted in 1972 by the General Assembly on the non-use
of force in international relations and the permanent prohibition of the use of
nuclear weapons. There were also provosals to involve the Security Council in the
process of strengthening security guarantees for non-nuclear countries.

From what I have said, the persistent efforts of the Soviet Union emerge
quite clearly, efforts aimed at strengthening security guarantees for
non-nuclear States. Unfortunately, in practical terms there has been
virtually no progress on this. Talks in the Cormittee on Disarmament
on concluding an international convention in this field have been moving
slowly because of the negative positions of a number of Western countries and

of China contrary to resolution 34/8k4, which makes it incumbent upon the

Committee on Disarmament:
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“...t0 continue the negotiations on this subject on a priority
basis during its session in 1980 with a view to thelr early conclusion
17ith the elaboration of a convention'.

This position is particularly alarming because resclutions 3%/85

34/86, in spite of all their differences from the resolution I have mentioned,
34/8L  2lso  refer to continuing talks in the Committee on Disarmament.

In the light of the slow rate of progress in the talks, the Soviet Unicn

at this session of the General Assembly calls upcn States to strive to

bring about an early completion of work on concluding an international
convention on this subject and has pronosed., as one urgent measure to reduce
the danger of war and as a first step towards the conclusicn of a convention.
that all nuclear Powers issue solemn declarations identical in content
stating their intent not to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear States
which do not have nuclear weapons on their territory. Similar declarations,
i1f they are in keeping with the objective, could be strengthened by an
authoritative decision of the United Nations Security Council.

Ve hope that this approach will help to overcome the difficulties that
have arisen and will ultimately ensure genuine guarantees against the use
of nuclear wveapons against any country which has no nuclear weapons on its
territory.

Finally, I should like to turn to the question of the nrohibition of
nuclear-weapon +tests. Everyone is familiar with the rositive effects of the
Moscow Treaty on the prohibition of nuclear weapons tests in the atmosphere,
outer space and under water concluded in 1963. Three nuclear Powers have
stopped testing in these environments. This treaty was followed by other
important agreements limiting and preventing the nuclear arms race. But,
unfortinately, nuclear tests are being continued and, accordingly, nuclear
veapons are beine constantly further refined and there is still a rossibility

that these weapcens will appear in other countries.
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A strident challenge to the efforts of the world community to halt the
testing of nuclear weapons by all and in all environments was the explosion
of a nuclear weapon of very high yield recently carried out by China in the
atmosphere. We also find ominous the fact that the Chinese hegemonists have
decided to provide their own accompaniment to the consideration at this
session, and particularly inthe First Committee, of the problems of disarmament.
It is time for the international community =ot merely to give serious thought
to this, but to call these arch-advocates of the inevitability of a new war
firmly to account for this poisoning of the political atmosphere in the world
and of the natural environment around us. According to United MNations estimates,
China has carried out dozens of explosions of nuclear weapons in the
atmosphere. It has been repeatedly condemned for this in relevant General
Assembly resolutions supported by virtually all the Members of the United Nations.
Thus we find the reaction of the American Press to the October explosion of a
nuclear weapon in the atmosphere by China more than strange. Before that, to judge
from estimates in the American press, legitimate concern was being expressed
about the effects of radiation even from low-yield explosions. Now, however, they
are writing that the radiation is such that no serious problems for the
health of the population are foreseen. That is how they put it.

What we have here, therefore, is a situation where those one loves can do
no wrong. The interests of reducing the danger of war also require that no State
ever carry out any experimental explosion of nuclear weapons. This goal would
be served by the early conclusion of an international treaty on the total and
complete prohibition of nuclear-weapons tests, with the participation not of the
three majosr nuclear Powers alone, tut of the broadest possible number of States,
including all the nuclear States. We should like to see an early and successful
conclusion of talks on this subject, with the participation of the USSR, the

United States and Great Britain, and the abandorment by the two Western ccuntries
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of their delaying tactics in the talks and their refusal to observe
already agreed provisions of the draft treaty. We are profoundly convinced
that progress in this matter can be promoted by approval of the USSR
proposal to appeal to
"all nuclear-weapon States - as an indication of their goodwill and
in order to create more favourable conditions for completing the
elaboration of the above-mentioned treaty - not to conduct any nuclear
explosions within a period of one year beginning from a date to be
agreed upon among them, having made in advance appropriate declarations

to that effect." (A/35/241, Annex, para. IV (2))

Such an agreement, we believe, should not take up much time, given goodwill on
the part of all States. The proposed moratorium on all nuclear explosions
could be put into effect as early as the middle of 1981.
However, certain representatives, strange as this may seem, while posing
as supporters of the prohibition of nuclear-weapons tests, have at the same
time attempted to cast doubt on proposals for & one-year moratorium on all
nuclear explosions. Their argument against the moratorium is less than
logical. They say that the time is too short, but surely it is desirable to
conclude a treaty for a one-year total and complete prohibition on nuclear-
weapons testing. They say that observance must be verified, but everyone in
the United Nations knows that morstoriums cannot be verified; they are observed.
They allege that a moratorium would hinder the conclusion of the treaty on the
general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapons testing, but if we
followed this logic to its conclusion we could find ourselves actually
arguing against the prohibition of nuclear-weapons testing. It would be more
honest if those who are against the moratorium were simply to confess that
they are against the achieving of agreement on the complete and total
prohibition of nuclear-weapons testing, for it is obvious that that is the case.
Nevertheless, the overwhelming majority of States is in favour of an

early conclusion of a treaty on this question. One way or another, even the
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opponents of this treaty will, in the end, have to come to terms with this.

The Soviet Union is doing and will continue to do everything possible to prevent
the outbreak of atcmic war, to prevent the peoples of the world from falline
victim to atomic attacks of any kind, either first strikes or subsequent
strikes.

The Soviet Union and other socialist countries have never had and will
never have any strategic doctrine other than a defensive one. They have not,
and will not entertain, any intention of creating a nuclear first-strike
capability. By virtue of the very nature of their social systems, they
cannot and will not ever strive to create spheres of influence, to establish
military or political control over any region or international system of
transport communications. There are no questions that the Soviet Union and
the other countries of the socialist community would not be prepared to resolve
by political means. The Soviet Union and the other States of the socialist
community not only have been making proposals for preventing the threat of war
and implementing genuine disarmament measures, but have been backinz them up
with concrete deeds. This is demonstrated by their position on all the problems
involving peace, disarmament, the strengthening of international security and the
develoruent of multifaceted co-operation, as well as by their readiness to resolve
all problems around the conference table.

This has also been shown by the recent decision of the Supreme Soviet of
the USSR to proceed to a further reduction in the level of the defence
expenditures of the Soviet Union in 1981 of 70 million rubles cocmpared to 1980.
Defence appropriations constitute only 5.7 per cent of the budgetary
expenditures of the USSR.

On the basis of what we have said, we are entitled to expect a constructive
approach and constructive action on the part of all States in an effort to
prevent the danger of war, as well as support for the important and timely

Soviet Union proposals of certain urgent measures to achieve this goal.
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Mr. FUTSCHER PEREIRA (Portugal): HMr. Chairman, I should like to begin

by congratulating you on your election to the chairmanship of the First Committee

0o+ the Ceneral fgsserbly as well as tlhe other officers of the Conrittee cn their
election. I assure you that we have rno doubt that under your ruidance and with your
diplomatic gskill the work of this Committee will be carried out in the best
possible way.

Once again we meet here to deal with the problems related to disarmament
and international security. This year, however, the atmosphere is less
encouraging as far as progress in those fields is concerned. It is a secret
to no one that international relations have deteriorated significantly lately
as a result of the tensions arising from the activities of certain States.
Consequently the level of confidence in co--operation among States has declined,
and to such an extent that it would indeed be more approoriate to speak not
of confidence any more, but of the present level of lack of confidence.

My Government does not believe it possible to have confidence in
relations among States vhen a permanent member of the Security Council invades
a small Member nation of this Organization, so as to place it permanently within
its zone of influence, shortly after having provosed to this very Committee the
text condemning the policy of hegemonism contained in document A/C.1/34/L.1.

As a small country Portugal cannot but express its deep concern at the fact
that professions of faith in favour of peace made by some States in the United
Nations and in other forums seem in flsgrant contradiction to the practices
of those same States. Uhat has happened in Afghanistan is an unequivocal
example of that dangerous and unacceptable procedure. Such actions do not
aid the achievement of any significant prosgress in the field of disarmament and
international security. On the contrary, they tend to lead to an increase in
military expenditures, an accumulation of arms and the development of new
armaments in a growing process nourished through a feed -back effect. Thus the
attainment of objectives sought with great perseverance and for a long time by

the international community is jeopardized.
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As unfortunate as that situation is we believe that this Committee cannot
turn its back on the objectives that it has always sought. On the contrary, we
think that we must redouble our efforts so that we can achieve more significant
progress towards the realization of our common goals.

My country is firmly intent on continuing the process of détente, in the
hope that other States will show proof of their goodwill and co-operation.

But, as stated before the General Assembly by the Portuguese Minister for
Foreign Affairs, not through mere declarations of intent, but through clear
attitudes and concrete actions.

In the field of disarmament the effects of the existing tensions in
international life make it even more necessary to try to control the present
arms race, But because the disarmament process is long and complex and is closely
linked to the climate of international relations, my delegation believes it
advisable to favour the adoption of practical and verifiable measures of a
limited character instead of more comprehensive or ambitious measures that are
always more difficult to execute or to monitor.

In that respect my delegation welcomes the establishment within the
Committee on Disarmament of various working groups that deal with specific
matters such as chemical weapons negative guarantees of security, radiological
weapons and the comprehensive programme of disarmament,

The links between disarmament and the climate of international relations
leads my delegation to attribute great importance to any confidence -building
measures. My country is thus ready to negotiate in Madrid, at the Conference
on Security and Co-operation in Iurope, the strengthening of existing
confidence-building measures in Europe, as well as the adoption of new ones
and we also support the adoption of that type of measure in other areas of the
world, once the interested States reach agreement to that effect.

One of the aspects of disarmament that has commended the priority attention
of the international community is that of nuclear disarmament. The growing
accumulation of nuclear arsenals and the destructive capacity of those weapons
is sufficient justification for the concern of world opinion about the

consequences of nuclear war.
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My country understands and shares such preoccupations. But it believes
that, to be realistic, any disarmament measures must take into consideration
the different structure of the armed forces of the major military Powers. The
different level of technological develovment of States has led some to rely on
nuclear weapons for their defence, while others have made their defence
dependent mainly on conventional weapons. But the most powerful States of
the world obviously base their strength on both types of weapons. For that
reason my delegation considers the proposals that tend to concentrate
disarmament efforts solely on nuclear disarmament to be inadequate. In fact such
selectivity of efforts. vhich leads to the creation of assymetry whereby. on a
global level, the burden is placed more upon some States than upon others,
tends only to endanger international peace and security. Nor would such
selectivity of efforts be in accordance with some of the prineciples contained in
the Final Document of the tenth special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, namely those contained in paragraphs 29 and 30.

It is for those reasons that my delegation will support any initiatives
regarding disarmament measures in the field of conventional weapons and armed forces.
In particular my delegntion now affirms its support for the proposal presented
by Demmark at the last substantive session of the Committee on Disarmament calling
for a study of all aspects of conventional weapons.

lieanwhile, we support all realistic initiatives aimed at diminishing the
danger of an outbreak of war, particularly nuclear war. In keeping with that,
Portugal is a Party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
and as such participated in the Second Review Conference of Parties to that
Treaty.

Although consensus on a final text was not reached, the Conference carried
out its mandate. The debates indicated ample areas of agreement. Areas of
disagreement were also defined, allowing for concentration on the possibilities
of improving the application of the Treaty provisions. Above all, none of the
Parties called the Treaty into question. My country is convinced that the Treaty
on the ion-Proliferation of Nuclear Veapons continues to constitute the basis of
the system of non-proliferation of those weapons and is an important element in the

systen of international security.


miguel.delacruz
Sticky Note
None set by miguel.delacruz

miguel.delacruz
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by miguel.delacruz

miguel.delacruz
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by miguel.delacruz


ITP/bhg A/C.1/35/PV.22
56

(lir. Futscher Pereira, Portugal)

Universal accession to this Treaty would contribute positively towards
the strengthening of the latter. For this reason, my delegation calls on those
States which have not yet done so +to become parties to the Treaty on
non-proliferation.

Also as regards the prevention of nuclear war., my delegation believes
that the elaboration of a treaty on full prohibition of nuclear tests would
be a very positive step. One of the essential elements of that Treaty must
be the monitoring mechanism, vhich we believe to be indispensable for the
efficient functioning of any Treaty in this field.

The Portuguese delegation understands and respects the non-nuclear
States that seek the strengthening of their security through guarantees by
the nuclear States. Ve hope that the Committee on Disarmament will shortly
be able to submit a text concerning the arrangements that in this matter will
be acceptable to the interested parties.

In the field of nuclear arms control, the SALT agreements constitute an
important achievement and a significant contribution towards the deceleration
of the arms race. Unfortunately, international relations have evolved in a
manner unfavourable to ratification of the agreements reached in the second
phase of the SALT negotiations. My delegation would be happy to see the
international situation improve shortly, so as to allow for the ratification
of those agreements.

The news that the Soviet Union has finally responded positively to the
calls by the United States for the initiation of »nreliminary negotiations on
medium-range nuclear weapons is, in our view, a factor that may help positively
to unblock a situation so far unfavourable to the process of disarmament.

My delegation is pleased that the United Nations Conference on
Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain Conventional Armaments Which
ilay be Deemed to be Excegsively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects
was able to reach agreement on incendiary weapons, land mines booby traps
and shrapnel weapons that cannot be located in the body by X-rays.

The prohibition or restriction of the use of arms whose effects amply

axceed whatever action misht be necessary to incapacitate an enemy has the


miguel.delacruz
Sticky Note
None set by miguel.delacruz

miguel.delacruz
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by miguel.delacruz

miguel.delacruz
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by miguel.delacruz


I[P /bhg A/C.1/35/PV.22
57

(ir. Futscher Pereira, Portugal)

support of my country. We support, therefore, the initiatives aimed at
prohibiting new weapons of mass destruction. Ve believe, none the less, that
measures of this sort can only contribute effectively towards the control of
armaments if they include weapons or weapon systems that are perfectly identifiable
and clearly defined. Ve cannot support any resolution aiming at the
prohibition of a generic class of weapons of mass destruction. Within the same
context, my country, since 1925, has been a party to the Geneva Protocols on
the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphixiating, Poisonous or other Gases,
and of bacteriological methods of warfare. Tor this reason, we must express
our concern at the news that some States have been using weapons prohibited by
that agreement. If these indications are correct, the international community
may be faced with a situation whereby some of its members have flagrantly
violated their international obligations.

The international community cannot remain indifferent to this, and
must take all available measures to verify the truth of the reports to which
I have just referred. We shall support any initiative to that end. The
eventual creation of an investigatory commission which would visit the
rezions where such arms were gllegedly used would be especially favoured by
my delegation.

The news of the alleged use of the weapons outlawed by the
Geneva Protocols leads us to call attention to one of the most essential and
delicate aspects of the disarmament process. I refer to the question of
verification. Verification is indispensable for most of the disarmament
agreements, in order to constrain one party from eventually violating its
obligations, or to ensure that that agreement will be complied with,
allowing the parties to verify any eventual allegation of violations. The
existence of monitoring mechanisms in the disarmament agreements introduces
an element of certainty in the relations between States that contribute
towards the creation and strengthening of a climate of confidence. And
confidence is the preliminary condition for any progress in this field.

One of the most important subjects to be dealt with by this Committee
is that of the declaration of the decade of the 1980s as the second

Disarmament Decade.
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After a decade dedicated to disarmament in which the arms race continued
and, generally speaking, the results achieved were far from what we had hoped
it would not be excessive to devote a second decade to the problems of
disarmament. But we do not believe that our gims will be attained by the fixing
of over- ambitious objectives unconnected with the realities of international
life. Disarmament is not an exclusively voluntary endeavour independent of the
climate of international relations. On the contrary. the entire process of
détente is closely connected with that climate. Unfortunately, we are
forced to recognize that, today, the state of international relations is not
the most propitious for the achievement of the objectives of disarmament.

Ve must seek all that is possible in the present circumstances, although it
may fall short of our hopes. Realism must be a constant in our efforts, and
therefore we cannot support, because they seem unrealistic, proposals aimed
at the establishment of rigid objectives or that propose time.-franes or

even dates for the realization of general or specific objectives. In our
opinion, we should rather use the gecond Disarmament Decade to publicize the
dangers of the present arms race so0 as to make world opinion aware of its
possible conseguences.,

Before concluding, I should like to allude to what will certainly
become one of the most important events in the second Disarmament Decade.

I refer, obviously, to the second special session of the General Assembly
dedicated to disarmament, scheduled to take place in 1982.

The first special session, in 1978, accomplished an important task.
Since then, some progress has been achieved, particularly the adoption of
measures to be included in a comprehensive disarmament programme and the entrusting
of the drafting of such a programme to the Committee on Disarmament. Ve
hope that progress will continue so that the next special session of the
General Assembly will be able to consider the text of the programme now being
negotiated in that Committee. 1Vle also feel that the special sessiou will
offer us a good opportunity to ponder the application of the Final Document.
of the first special session of the General Assembly dedicated to disarmament.

The gecond special session deserves careful preparation so that its
results will meet with our expectations. My delegation shall give its

fullest co--operation to this end.
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Mr. SOURINHO (Lao People's Democratic Republic) (interpretation from

French): Mr. Chairman, since this is the first time that I take the floor

in the First Committee, may I extend to you, on behalf of my delegation,

my heartfelt congratulations on your brilliant election to the chairmanship of
this very important Committee. T am convinced that your vast knowledge of the
" items on the agenda of the First Committee will enable you to acquit
“‘youfsélf honourably of the tasks entrusted to you by the General Assembly.

May I take this occasion also to extend the warmest congfatulations of my

delegation to the other officers .of the Committee on their election.
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Alwost two and a half years have elapsed since the first special
session of the Ceneral Assembly devoted to disarmament which was rightly
considered a decisive turning-point in the efforts of peoples in quest of
a safer more secure vorld through the promotion and implementation of
effective measures aimed at halting the unbridled nuclear and conventional
arms roece and roversiu~ ond reducine cxisting stoels ur to their complete
elimination. Today we are at the half-way mark between the first
special session of the United fations devoted tc disarmament and the
second, wvhich is scheduled to be held in 1932 and to carry out an
evaluation of the progress achieved in the implementation of the decisions
taken by the first session, that is, the progress achieved in the field
of disarmament.

In this connexion, it is disturbing to note that in spite of the new
impetus given to the disarmament effort by the tenth snecial session of the General
Assembly, the arms race. far from slowing down, continues unabated and is even
being intensified, as is borne out by world military expenditure figures
which this year smount to the astroncmical sum of $500 billion, that is,
approximately 6 per cent of the total world product. The fundemental
cause of this situation so deeply disquieting for the peace and security
of wankind resides, in our view, in the deliberate will of North
Atlantic Treaty Orranization (VATO) circles to destroy the existing balance
of forces, or as it is called ''the balance of terror”, to assure NATO's military
superiority over the Varsav Pact bloc in order to maintain its world
supremacy.

This is clearly reflected, inter alia, in NATO's weapons conversion
plans, in the decision to install medium-range missiles in 'lestern Lurope,
in the increased activities of the United States in the Indian Ocean and
the Persian Gulf, in the adoption by Washington of the new and dangerous
nuclear stratepgy as personified by what is called Directive 59, in the
unjustifiable and unjustified refusal of the United States to honour its
commitments by deliberately stalling on the ratification of the SALT IT

treaty, thus endangering its entry into force, in the unilateral suspension
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by that country of ne~ctiations with the Soviet Union to transform the Indian
Oceran into a zone of peace, as well as in the unilateral suspension by the
United States of nepotiations on the limitation of international sarins trade
and sunnlies.

Those irrefutable facts prove, if need be. that the VATO militarist circles
hear the primary responsibility for the srms voce, which could accelerats
further in the months and veers to come, those circles which, not just
recentlv but over a period of three decades. have refused to undertale
serious negotiations with a view to ensuring a world of peace and sccurity
founded on disarmament. The Soviet Union memorandum. entitled 'mecce
disarmament and international security guarantees” of 2L September 1000,
distributed under the symbol A/35/L82, enables even the most sceptical to
see clearly the rotient and untiring efforts made by the Soviet Union and
other socialist countrizs in this vitally important field.

fecordingly, 1% 1s in the interests of the cessation of the srms race
and of disarmament, ond hence of the survival of mankind. that the non--alioned
courtries and the developine countries in reneral - which suffer more +han othors
Trom the evil consequences of the arms race in the form of ever more freguent
interference in their domestic affairs by militarily more powerful countries.
recourse to the use or threat of the use of force, including the threat to
teqch smaller and weaker sovereisn States lessons, cccupation, economic
blockade and denial of sccess to natural communications routes - undershtand
clearly where the obgstvacles lie vhich so far have thwarted all the United

Wetions disarmament efforts,
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Witz 1i 2o tvue that the super-Powers bear responsibility for the existing

hiles of conventional and nuclear weapons, which scmetime acso reached

thyeshold, it is no less true that, with a view to putting
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an cnd Lo this situztion which throuch technical error or miscalculation

nlunging the wrorll inve a nuclear nolocaust. we distinguish clearly
vinlel. ¢ the sunmer-Povers 1o the fundamental cause of this situation and,

its activities which could have incalculable

. Ta N e o - [ BN S 4 -
Creverore, ooo.and vhac 1L e

DTecourse to the proverb which savs that deeds speak louder
than worle, would enable us to place curselves in the right
nositiion, e belisve fo coniribut~ Ho the zolution of the problem,
on end in Uhe Joreseeatle fuluve to endless debates vhich peron
Joerrs anc in this fo ivtee and elsevhere on the question of
Giscrrament. It is oore ohvious today than ever, by reason of the nuclear
Cancer wiiclh hangs over the vhole of waniind like the swvord of Damocles,
carnot ead shoulc not continue to adopt the gcame attitude which consists
in voluntarilv refrainin~ from takine any action or saying anvthine that could
Gighlease either of the two surer. Povers or even displease the one to which
e are bour® for various reasons.

Dzuce, security and the rurvivel o1 the humen race conpel uc to _oin
otihers in denonding it tle necescar visour of the instimators of the
arms race - namely the immerialists and reactionaries of every -ind - that
tuer obesiron their rew oo rogravmes  that ther ston the manulactuve of
newr tyves ol weoapons of mess dzstruction, nissiles, neutron weanons, chemical
and other weanons, and that thev necotiate seriouslv with their partners to

reverse 1ts trend aud prosressively reduce existing

stocks until they are totally eliminated.

At the seme time we should demand of the hegemonishts and expansicnists
in Peking that they stop precching their obsolete theory of the inevitability
of the third vorld war, because sucl sinister precerts produce only the elfcct
of arcuring wistrust and runs counter to the spirit and the letter of

resclrtlion $.10/2 adouted by the tenth special session of the Generel Assembly
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devoted to disarmament hich advocates the creation of o climete of confidence
to contribute to the prouotion of disarmarent. This strange behaviour, added
to the smurious accusations levelled against some countries, including

my owvm, conccrning the use of chemical weapons, to the shsueful slanders
paingt the Soviet Union and its responsible conduct in the field of
disarnaient and, lastly, to the recent explosion by China of a powerful
nuclear device the radioactive clouds of which at present vhirl in the

skies over nany countrics, does no more than hinder the efforts of

peoples desperately striving to achieve general and complete disarmament

under erlfective internatiomal control.

€+ , T
LLAaTes dgalnse iy

[

“lith reference to the viers put forvard by the Unite
country in connexion with chesical weapons, I shall nerely reply thatb,
arart frcm the absurd nature of the statement, such slanders seek t0 mask
the shameful acts of that country against my country and other peoples of
Tndo=-Ching in resortincg to such weapons during the neriod of the so-called
second Indo-Chinese wvar,

The nuestion of disarrenent and arms control is of interest to all
peonles and countiies, lorge or small, ly delegation, like many others,
was profoundly mratified at the decisions taken by the tenth special session
of the Ceneral Assembly devoted to disarmament, in particular the decision
relating to the disarwcient nmachinery.

Ag is well knovm, by virtue of that decision a deliberative Hol7, namely,
the Disarnement Commission embracing all States Members of the United iotions,
and a necotiating body, the Comittee on Disarmament, were set up vhile
ensuring g »riori the principle of representation and effectiveness in the

negotiations on one of the, if not the, most complex and delicate questions
posed to the international community, namely., the cuestion of disarmament

and oris control.
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Ve all Imovw  too hov grzat vas the vill of trhose two bodies to achieve the

s

expect od resulos in discharain~ the task entrusted to them almost
tio vears £ o. rowever. consideration of their reworts, particularly
o the secona report of the (ommittee on Disarmament, which is the true
notive force behind the disarmament process, has led us to feel grest concern at
wrat has tecn Achieved by that Committee. In fact, very little as to substance
hog been schicved to date. Therefore, it is important for that Committee at
its Juture sessions resclutely to embarl upon substantive negotiations and “or
those States vwhich in one way or another hove prevented it from taliine such
a course to remove their obstacles and show the necessary political will
with a view to riakins headway towards the results so ardently and universallv
desiced ) and this should be done before the next special session of the
Generol Aszembly devoted to Adisarmament.

Je believe that it is whe duty of the General Assembly at its thirty-{ilth
sesgsion to take a decision along these lincs and also 1o consider and suppors

ikely to promote disarmament meesures in particular the

An
]
c<l
o
=
o]
O
O
41}
]
]
fd

propesal or rather. the set of provoscls of the Soviet Union, contained in
document £/C,1/35/L.1, vhich Decause of its constructive character and
timeliness has already been very favourably received by almost all the delegations
of the developins countries, including my own. In order to save the time and,
therefore , the money of the United ations, T shall not comment at length and
in detail cn the »ositive asnects of those proposals, which, incidentally,
hove alresdy been so elogquently and convinecingly exnlained by Ambassador Wroyanovsky
in nis statement at the Tifth mectine of the Committee on 17 October last.
Furthermore . many representatives of countries who smoke subsequently,
in particular the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Byelorussian SSR, who
has just now spoken before me, have also highlichted in sound and very pertinent
arguients the positive aspects of the Soviet proposal.

T sholl simply confine :uyself to saying, on behall of my delegation, that
this new and judicious initiative of the Soviet Union bears witness yet again
to the cons:ructive attitude and the unswerving attachment of that country
and its people, vhich lost 20 million brave citizens during the Second World Var,

to the cause of disarmament and, hence. tc tle cause of vorld meace and securilty,
5 7 4 b
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(¥r. Sourinho., Lao People’s Democratic

Kerublic)

Lzos and the oootlan people  which zre iursuiny the same noble objectives,

can tut welccie this initiative and give it their whole-hearted sunnort.

Tp couclusion, uy deleration vishes Lo voint out that., in the lisht ol

~

the meanre results achieved in the lost 30 years bv the unceasing etTorts of

the international comrwunity iu the field of disarwamsnt  our vorld, which

x)

lives in despailr and is weighed down by the fear of a nuclear holccaust,
clearly prefers to hear the nospel of peace, détente and dis~r - ent r-ther then
that of confrontation and the inevitebility of a thira world war  which.

were it to break out would spare no one, including those vho today enjov

playing the part of prophesier of that great calamity.
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Toe CUATHIAN: I shell now call on those representatives vho have
=xhressed the wizih to spealr In exercise of the risht of reply.

tigy T rewmind the members of the Committee of the relevant provisions of
General fssembly resolution 34/h401  vhich limits the number of interventions
in the exercise of the rizhe of reply for any delegetion at a given meeting

to twoe per dtemr and thet the first intervention is limited to 10 minutes,

vhile the second iutervention is limited to five minutes.

lir, AVANIS (Iraa) (interpretation from Arabic): Iy delegation would
1ike to ansver the allegaticns and distortions contained in the statement
oo the representative of Tran yvesterday when he denarted from the items under
consideration,
+ would arnear that he did not wish to speak about disarmmament

but about the Jdispute between Irag snd Iran and wanted, rather to attack
Irag and shed telated tears with regard to the principles of the United Mations
on whe non~use of force and non-intervention in the affairs of other countries.

In fact, it is Iran vhich has defied and contravened those principles
by using forece against Irag., It started to shell Iragi border areas and cities
with heavy artillery, in addition to bowbing our installations and houses.
Those attacks began on U4 September 19860. That date marked the start of the
war of aggression and the use of force against Iraq: the date 22 September 1980
as vhen Iraq hegsen making use of its leritimate richt to defend its own people
and the country in self-defence. Tt was only normal that Iraq should repulse
the Iranisn Torces far from Iraqi cities snd populations in order to assure
sovereignty over its own territory =nd Shatt al Arab. its only outlet to the sea.

As a result of official statements by Iranian officials about their
expansionist ambitions ageinst Iraq and tine other Arab countries of the Gulf,
1t became necessary for Irag to guarantee its sovereignty and that of the other
countries of the Culf,

Vith regard to intcrference in the internal aflfairs of other countries,
delegations will surely recall the various statements of the Iranian authorities
designed to export their revolution to neightouring countries. I'ot satisfied with tho

stetements, Iran did in fact try to interfere in our internal affairs.
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P odelegation 1s surrrisec at the statement of the revresentative of Iran

to the el2ct that he does uwot arree vith the zequiszsition of territory Ly rorce,

wvhile TIran 1tsel?d Hhre asnered Nreater and Lesser Tunbs and Abu lTus=e.

e alsc have statements by Iran's leaders mnotably Jiomeinl. Has the latier

1as he decicded to {ollior the math of rishteousness goundness

==

Gecided to give un?

anG reason? Cr should we velieve in Thowmeini's statement nede yesterday
that he would not put an end to the fichting until he has exnorted

revolution to Raghdad?

wir, JUlJEI{Iran)’ T am pleased to note that the rerresentative ol Iren
has aclnowledged tue fact that his Governmeant does fall within the category
of oppressive and expensionist régimes whic,. e ientioned in our statement.

"or that the representative of Irag has identified his Government with
ageression and eypansion ic the Persian Gulf regplon, it would e iwre sdvisedle
{01 nim Lo advise his Covernment to switeh its outlook towards neightourly
relations instead of trying to mislead this Committee by mresentine baseless
=llegations and claims.

Vhatever Irag's excuse may be +the Tact remains that it is the Iraqi axrmy
vhich has viclated the territorial integrity of Iran and not v1c¢_z§§§g
The fact a2lso remains that it is Irag vhich is indiscriminelely shelling

populated areas of Iran and launching surface-to-surfeoece missiles azainst then

and not v1ce verse.,


miguel.delacruz
Sticky Note
None set by miguel.delacruz

miguel.delacruz
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by miguel.delacruz

miguel.delacruz
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by miguel.delacruz


BHS/ahs A/C.1L/35/FV.22
71

(1'y. l'oini, Iran)

Tt is very amusing that the framework of the arcuments that Trac
tries ¢ ™resent in order to justify dts z2garession is identical to that
of Israel iu tryine to justifv its egrression azainst the Arab
neonle.

T should like to renind the vevresentatvive of Irag that his
arcuments in defence of arsression will have the same success in the

international community as the arsuments of Israel have had so far.

r. AVANIC (Iraq) (interpretation frcm Arabic): I am sorry

to have to speak for a second time in exercise of mv risht of
replv.

I am very surprised by the statement just made by the representative
of Iran. I have not talked about occupation. I said that Irac has
exerciccd its legitimate right of self-defence and that Trag has said
ir the United Mations, in the statement made by the Minister for Toreign
Alfairs to the Security Council and the Ceneral “ssemblv, that TIrag
has no ambition *£o occupy Ireni territory. e are simply exercising our

natural and lesitimate right to self-defence.

YLz meeting rose at 5.45 p.m.
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